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Standing Armies,

[t is an indisputable fact, which all
thoughtful observors oannot fail to note,
that the surest falsifier of nll dootrines is
time. ‘The theories whioh govern the poli-
tioal or socinl lifo of one generetion are sel-
dom sustained with equal vigour Ly that
whioh sutceeds it, and are often uncoro
mbniously violated or abjured by. its suc.
cessors, The England of to-duny, in what-
ever aspect it bo regarded, is no more com-
parable with tho Eugland of the past cen
tury than tho prevalent Freooch *‘idon" is
identical with that of 178Y. It cnnnot be
said that either civilisation or onlighten-
ment is accountable for the shifting scencs
of every age, inasmuch as in many scnses
we are ‘orers rather than gainers by chango
and both those influences are currently be-~
lieved to be fuvourable to absoluto progress,
The simple truth is that tho governing prin-
ciple of our existenca consiats in tho accom-
mnodution of our thec: es to the exigencies
of the hour, and that those exigences ar.
created by the varying phuses of human
thouxht,and the restless impulses of humnan
ambition. The ourrrent doctrine is that
which subserves the current interest, ‘Che
standard by which we judga men and things
is with individuals reatly, and with nations
never, that of ah unbimssed judgment and
heoce it is that statesmen whoso prescience
isnot one whit lcas keen than that of their
predecessors, ave to be found in evory nge,
subordinating all abstract considerattons of
the bighest good to the fartherance of pro
jects which ambition may dictate or popular
clamourmay demund.

‘The stuteamen who in thereignof William
111, denounced standing armies as mennce
to the liberties of the p ople, withn presis-
tency of iteration whict for a timo secured
its ends, have duubtless received more cred
it for the sincerity of taeir professions than
they could justly claim, seeing that their
policy was fraught with danger to the coun
try in succeeding-wars. The tyrannicul pro-
tensions of James 11, to whom our perman-
ent regular Army may be suid o0 oweits

real origin,gave possibly, some colour to the'

system of repression, although itis well to
remember thut it was the standing Army,
numbering In those dayssome 20,000 men
all told, which hailed the acquiltal of the
Bishops, and in & true spirit of the highest
Ppatriotism deciined 10 serve 1ts Sovereign
when he would huve empluyed it as a niesns
of sggression against popular liberities.
This tact is 8o well known to ull students of
our annals, and to all who have traced the
history of our Army up to the present dato,
that it needs o insistance. The attack upou
thestanding Army was promoted by the fit of
jealousy of the Crown whichsupervened after
the final fall of the Stuarts; but the doc-
trine propounded wis destined to he specd-
ily falsitied, for the force whiob in the early
days of the Hanoverian dynasty renewed 1ts
existeuce at a minimum of 17,000 mer, h1s
attained its present ample proportions with

out danger to the national libertice, The
interested outcry against a standing Army
raised by the Whig politicians which throng.
ed the Court of William 1IL., and largely
echoed by the Tories, was, therefore, sup-
ported by pleas which wero controverted by
the experience already obtained when the
Army way absolutely under the Crown, and
which have never received a shadow of evi
dence from succeeding events. The fact is
that in Englaud a stauding Army, whatever
may bo its instincts, can nover be a mennce
to popular liberty, because neither the Sov.
ereiga nor the Third Estate bas absolute

and undivided control over It, and beeause
beth those powera oan mnever be ailied
against the people.  An Army which draws
its sustenance from the commons is natural.
ly dependent for ils very oxistence upona
Parlinmentary vote, and this condition,
united to f1s allegiance to its Soveraigy,
hinds it to both Crown dhd TParliament.
Nothing oan moro stimiilate the patrlotism
for which our troope nre deservedly famed
than this dunlity ot direct and indireot nlle-
gianoo, owing to the consciousness which it
inspires of their completesidentity with-the
people, anid nothing, therefore, can be more
couducivo to its loyalty to the popular
onuse,

‘I'hero is & liborly, howaver, to which a
standing Army,ns the Europe of 1874 ynder-
stunds tho designation, is disastrously ini.
mical, but from which Englaud. has never
beensevered, Civilllberty is a cause which,
in this country, is identified with many
names that will not readily be forgotten,
and, despito the contagious ,examples of
surrounding nations, it is a oauge which hav.
ing doarly earned we shall not lightly
abandon ; yot complete civil Jiberty oan
never exist where 4 standing .Army is the
creation of anything but a voluntary sys
tem. In those days contagion is so rapid
in its flight, and the annexution of success-
ful ideas so thought.essly indulged in, with-
out regard to their adaptatility, that they
are but indifferent patriots who neglect to
caution the popular apprehensions against
schemes whoso sir~licity is only equalled
by their dunger, ‘Vhereisa seductiveness
about compulsory service which i3 apt to
allure those who,amidst the difficulties with
which Army recruiting is surrounded, might
tavorits adoption. We have said that the
governing principlo of existence consists in
the accommodation of theories to the ex-
igencies of tho hour. Compulsory service,
as the means to a standing Army of dimen.
sions cqual to theexigencies which ambition
has created, is just such a theory. It is,
nevertheless, not only a gigantic retrogres-
sive bat & pernicious elaboration of asys
tem long obsolate amongst ourselves, for
{vhen ofery man was liable to sétve there
wag no standing Army, and whatever other
causes mny have operated to the infringe.
meént of civil liberty, the creation of a colos
sal force, permanently disfeanehised, so to
speak, of half its rights without its owncon-
sent, was not amongst them. Whart enlight.
enment long ago condemned, enlighten.
ment (for no other term can be allowed)
has revived, but the glamour which success
hne cast over it abro«d must nc* blind us to
itg evils. A mun who is compeiled to tight,
whethec he will or not, and to abandon his
professsion or trade for a term of service
under the colours in violenco.to his predie
lecticns and interests, is not in the enjoy*
ment of personal liberty. Similarly, 8 man
who is violently subjected to laws otherthan
those which govern civil life, is not in the
possession of civil liberty. In tngland a
un enters tho army because heloves the
profession. Heo hisa free agent, and what
ever hie mny surrénder in exchange for that
profession, he surrenders glady of his own
choico, for in the army as clsewhere, no
thing is esteemed a loss which is forfeited as
the prico of obtainingan objoct moro doarly
prized. It is very doubtful whether for pur
poses of aggression a standing Acrmy,formed
of reluctant elements, is an eflicient stra-
ment, Alt men will light for their hores,
1t was the cry of French designs upon
Germany which gave the necessary stimulus
to the Geamaninvasion of France, It is tho
exceptiona!l military instinct of the French
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people which enable them in former times
to unite conscription and oconquest. In
mcre remote times, the pitriotism, or the

romplings of cupidity, have always been
ound indispensable incentives to the
exortions of armles constituted.by means of
oftforded servica, We feel wall fssured.that
asystem of compujsory servide wduld uot
have produced the'armies which castied the
Iiritish colours from the.Ganges to.the Pua.
jab, and Irom Vimiera to Waterloo; for it
must be remembered that Englishinen are
more intorlerant of compulsion than any
pebple on the face of the globe,

The diffioulty of recruiting our Army.in-
voststhese:considerations with puculiarinter-
est, as it s in tho expedient of a standing
army formed-after the continental-system
that doctrinaires amongst ourselves have
‘pretended to discover the readiest solution.
Much as it is the custom to apeak slighting.
Iv of our Army, we make bold--lo- afiim
that, notwithstanding all obstacles, it
is more than a -respectable testimony
.to the .officiency of the voluntary sys.
tom. ‘There is a bad- habit whioh is
becoming common.with Englishmen of ridi-
culing -our own resources and absurdly
over estimating those of our neighbors, To
indulge in jeremiads over our incapacity to
place filty thousand men in lne at any
pomnt of the empire, and to point at the
same time to-tho masses of oontinental
troops, is only to show, -not the sml{uess of
our nrmy but rather our atrength is dissipat-
ed over a frontier.comprred with which
that of the largest-military Power on the
-coutinent, Russia exoapted, is pitiably oir-
cumscribed. Measured by the exteat of the
dominions it is rajsed to proteoct, it may be
rconceded that our Army is small, but no«
thing short of revolution would -precede,
either 1n England-or elsewhers, compulsory
-enlistment for lcag foreiga service ot suoh'a
character as English troops are required to
undertake, The numerical strength obtaih.
ed ,by.-compulsion i§ therefore. noti4o be
compared with that created under a' vélun-
tary system which is .exposed.to different
conditions; and, these ciroumstances con-
sidered, it must appear.that, whilst coniphl.
sion as Applied to foraiga'and tropical ser-
vice would be wholly impracticable with us
as with others, the voluniary -prinociple prd
duces an aggregate whioh, if below the col-
ossal figures that have sprunginto.fashion
within the last deoade. is'still formidable,
and, as far as experiency goes, adequate to
our.-wanls, :

The sbnormal growth of the armies of
‘Europe, with-thé ‘consequéent ddpression:of
civil and personal liberty, has fourd many
admirers in that very class of politicidis
whose predecessors were the loudest in their
clamour against the prindiple of standing
armies at the beginning of tho eighteenth
century. not beociuse the system has coni-
mended itsell any mora to their fastidious
tastes, but beciuse thé resuits-of the syd-
tem happsn to have proved ‘favourable to
their views, Nrom the fulsoms adulation
which bas been offered to tho most success*
ful of modern armies "has spriung the usual
antitheses; and the British Army is now hare
ried by two opposing parlies, one of whom
would improve it away aHogther by tha ap
plication of empirical schemes of raform
wheroby, as they belisve, it would attain
the highest standard of efficlency, whilst
the other would abolish it asa'barriér to -
the millenium of-universal peace. Bétwaen
-these exirames, as in avery other cise, lies
the mean of safety, though abolition ifself
wers better than the: nostrums-whiock esch

-enthusiast for reform: i so esger bo‘iqglcng‘
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